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witness, whether that evidence be negative
or positive. Will it be believed that the
members of the law manifest not the slight-
est reluctancy in the admission that a medi-
cal man ought " often " to be called as a
" witness"? However, after admitting the
necessity of the presiding power being well
informed upon the legal bearings of the evi-
dence, in order that it may impress the
minds of the jurors with its applicability to
the nice distinctions between murder, man-
slaughter, justifiable homicide, &c., it ap-
pears rather inconsistent to refuse the same
power equal information upon the medical
bearings, that by its influence upon the
jurists they may be enabled to return a just
verdict, by correctly contemplating the na-
ture of the testimony afforded by a medical
attendant.
It has already been alleged that the
" Medical Witnesses’ Act " is studiously
rendered inoperative, and in confirmation of Ithis assertion it is sufficient to state, that li
cases innumerable are continually occurring 
where medical evidence (founded upon ac-
curate post-mortem examination) is alone
capable of accounting for the immediate
cause of death, and yet this testimony is
overlooked. Take such an one as the fol-
lowing for an example :-An individual,
who was on the previous day in the posses-
sion of good health, is discovered by an-
other reclining over the back of a chair ; he
is examined and found to be quite dead;
the rumour of the death spreads ; the coro-
ner is addressed ; the jury is empanelled ;
the inquiry is made. From reasons which
are sufficiently obvious, the only evidence
upon which the decision should be founded
is disregarded, and the very doubtfully ac.
curate verdict of "Died by the visitation 01
God" is recorded ! What testimony have
we in such a case to prove that the deceased
did not come unfairly by his death ? Cer-
tainly none, and yet the members of the legal
profession unequivocally assert that medi-
cal men ought frequently to be called as
witnesses !
When we consider the rapid advances
which forensic medicine has made within
the last few years, the comprehensiveness of
its range, and the indispensable information
which it is capable of imparting to coroners
in their inquiries, we must conclude that its
study ought to be deemed of paramount im-
portance. Every impartial individual who
gives this subject the least attention, cannot
fail to perceive that both sides of the ques-
tion possess their advantages, and in order
that such investigations may be effective, it
is essentially requisite that both depart-
ments should be combined, and that exclu-
sive medical or legal information is injurious,
insomuch as it disqualifies the chief official
on an inquest from a due discharge of his
duties. Supposing coroners generally to be
imperfectly educated, the question suggests
itself, Who are the most eligible persons for
the office, the members of the medical, or
those of the legal professions ? As the sole
purpose for which such inquiries are insti-
tuted is to ascertain correctly whether a per-
son have come unfairly by his death, and as
this object is primarily, and in the majority
of cases, solely attainable through a minute
medical investigation of the body of the de-
ceased, it follows that medical men are in.
disputably the chief claimants, and we can
only regret that their own apathy, and the
unfortunate bias of public opinion, should
prevent them from filling those situations
which are so zealously kept from them by
their adversaries. I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
GEORE LOWTHER.
Kingston-upon-Hull,
Jan.1,1839.
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CREOSOTE IN DEAFNESS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR :-I have observed the letters of Mr.
Curtis, and J. T. and shall beg the indul-
gence of your pages for a few observations.
Dr. Manson, of Nottingham, published a
work on the virtues of iodine, which cured,
according to him, various diseases, parti-
cularly deafness: many thus afflicted, whose
cases had long been considered incurable,
were elevated with new hopes, only to be
plunged into despair, in consequence of this
vaunted remedy proving inefficacious.
A person, formerly an itinerant aui-ist,
under one name, but who, by a little ma-
nagement, obtained his diploma under an-
other name, and has returned to his vagrant
life, attaching M.R.C.S. to his description
in his advertisements, and stating that he
has letters from Mr. Guthrie and Sir Astley
Cooper, eulogising his abilities as a surgeon
aurist, which letters, I am informed by
those gentlemen, they never wrote, professes
to perform wonders by strychnia. A man,
however, who will publish deliberate false-
hoods to impose on the public, is undeserv-
ing of credence. This new medicine has
not obtained any reputation in such cases.
Next we had Dr. Turnbull, who wrote
in favour of veratria, from which would be
deduced, that this virulent preparation of
hellebore was the panacea long sought to
cure a variety of the ills flesh is heir to,
among which deafness occupied a promi-
nent place, but this, like the two former,
excited hopes which were not to be rea-
lised ; indeed, on the contrary, it inflicted
considerable injury in some cases; among
others the Duke of Wellington, who, with-
out consulting Dr. Hume or myself, applied
the veratria ointment around the ear, at the
recommendation of some of his friends,
which rendered him so very deaf during a
consider4ble time that it was difficult to
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make him hear any conversation. In another,
a young lady, to whose ears this new re-
medy was applied, the effect was most un-
fortunate.
We have now Mr. Curtis advocating the
use of creosote, and claiming the merit of
introducing this article to public notice as
an efficient agent for producing the secre-
tion of cerumen in cases where it is defec-
tive. Before I enter into the question fur-
ther, probably it will be more reasonable
to discuss this portion of the subject :-In
what manner does this excretion of cerumen
into the auditory passage contribute to the
perfection of the sense of hearing, or what
are the uses of this substance? If Mr. Cur-
tis cannot give a reasonable and satisfactory
answer to this question I will endeavour to
do so.
I have not noticed J. T., but think that a
person who can write so to the point need
not be ashamed to give his name, without
which he cannot expect a reply from Mr.
Curtis, or any other person. I am, Sir, your
obedient servant,
W. WRIGHT.
Salisbury-square, Fleet-street,
Jan. 1, 1839.
CREOSOTE IN DEAFNESS.
REPLY TO MR. CURTIS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIr:&mdash;Iu a reply to Mr. Curtis, which ap-
peared in your Journal of December the
Sth, I endeavoured to prove that deafness
was never produced by a deficiency in the
secretion of the cerumen of the ear. In
confirmation of my views I quoted the au-
thority of Kramer; I brought forward cases
which I offered to authenticate; and, lastly,
I cited Mr. C.’s own cases, which latter, I
anticipate, were alone sufficient to prove the
inaccuracy of Mr. Curtis’s views. To the
above-mentioned remarks I perceive a reply
from Mr. C. in your Journal of December
29th; he therein recapitulates his state-
ments, and thereby thinks to convince the
world of their truth. Authority, facts, and
reason being in opposition to the views con-
tained in these statements, had they ema-
nated from a Herschell I should have disbe-
lieved them ; but when they have their source
from one who (judging from the works liav-
ing his name attached to them), displays the
most profound ignorance of the subjects
which he treats, then, indeed, am I loath to
give them credence. To give some idea of
Mr. Curtis’s ignorance, I need only refer to
the sixth edition of his work on the 11 Phv-
siology and Pathology of the Ear," pub-
lished in 1836. At page 78 it contains these
words,-" all the small bones of the ear may
be removed without causing deafness ; but
the stapes is the only one that prevents the
escape of souud from the internal ear;" or I
may recapitulate a sapient remark contained
in his first letter, " that a person deaf from a
disordered action of the chylopoietic vis-
cera, may be cured by dropping creosote in
the ear." When, immediately after the latter
statement, Mr. Curtis calls upon his " pro-
fessional brethren " to follow his example, I
do, indeed, involuntarily exclaim, " 0 tem-
pora ! 0 mores !"
To prove that a deficiency of cerumen
causes deafness, Mr. C. says, " that as Na-
ture never made an organ in vain, nor gave
it a peculiar function that was useless in the
animal economy, it appears to follow as a
necessary consequence that, either as effect
or cause, the interruption of the function
must be connected with some kind of dis-
ease." Is the knowing that an organ has a
function equivalent to knowing what that
function is ? Because the cerumen must
have some use, are we to conclude that that
use is to assist in collecting or conducting
vibrations of air? Do the hairs of the ear
assist the hearing, or those of the nose assist
the smell? No, they in both cases assist in
keeping extraneous matter from the more de-
licate structures of the organ, and the mucus
of the nose, as a means of arrest and expulsion
of the more minute particles, may be com-
pared to the cerumen of the ear. Supposing
deafness to be caused by a deficiency of the
latter, it would necessarily be attended by
an accumulation of foreign matters in the
meatus. In my former communication I
called upon Mr. Curtis to authenticate his
cases ; his reason for not doing so is, for-
sooth, "because the verification of them
would leave the question resting still upon
his assertion, to be confirmed or neutralised
by the experience of others, and no good
result could follow." The only result that
, could and must follow, would be the elicit-
ing of truth, and for this end I again call
upon Mr. Curtis to authenticate his cases-
upon him " whose first object is to do all the
good in his power to suffering humanity, and
’ whose second is to advance science in his
peculiar branch to the utmost of his ability.*
With your permission, Sir, I will suspend,
I for the present, any further remarks upon
this subject, hoping that they will be ren-
dered useless by a change in the conduct of
Mr. Curtis. I am, Sir, your obedient ser-
vant, J. T.
* Preface - to the sixth edition of the Physiologyand Pathology of the Ear, page 7.
EXCITO-MOTORY SYSTEM.
DR. MARSHALL HALL AND MR. CARPENTER.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR:&mdash;As the party on whom the violence
of the attack made bv Dr. M. Hall on his
critics, in his late speech at the Westminster
Medical Society (LANCET Dec. 22), most
